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Excisions: 


No Excisions Recommended 


Reasons for excisions: 

Not Applicable 

Summary of reasons 
for classification: 

Section 3(1) of Films, Videos, and Publications Classification Act 1993 (the Act) 


The Board considers, pursuant to section 3(1) of the Act, that the publication passes through the 
“gateway r” of sex in that it “ describes depicts or expresses or otherwise deals with” matters of sex, and to a 
much lesser degree violence, in such a manner that the unrestricted availability of the publication is 
likely to be “ injurious to the public good. ” 

The “’gateway” of sex involves the internet chat room scene, the Larry and Anna scene at 55 minutes 
and the Larry and Alice scene at the strip club. The violence includes Alice being run over by the 
car accidentally, and when Dan slaps Alice’s face. 

The Board finds the unrestricted availability of “ Closer” to be “ objectionable” in terms of section 3(1) 
in that the scenes involving sex and to a more limited amount of violence are likely to be injurious 
to the public good, if unrestricted. In the chat room scene the language is explicit and to many no 
doubt shocking. Similarly the sex scenes between Larry and Anna, and then Larry and Alice are 
sufficiently explicit as to likely injure the public good if viewed by an unrestricted audience. 

The scenes of violence are significantly lesser in magnitude. The car scene is accidental and the 
face slap short in duration with little exposure on it in the camera shot beyond the sound. 

Section 3(2) 

The Board has considered all of the sub sections in section 3(2) of the Act and finds there is the 
possibility, although remote, of application to section 3(2)(b) in the divorce paper scene. 

The Board finds that Anna was not coerced in making her decision. The Board does not find that 
any coercion to participate in or submit to sexual conduct was “promoted or supported or tended to be 
promoted or supported” by the film. 

Section 3(3) 

Section 3 (3) (a) fii) 

The Board accepts the scene over the divorce papers may come within section 3(3)(a) (ii) of the 
Act, but for the same reasons as expressed in respect to section 3(2) (b), the Board did not find that 
coercion occurred. 

Section 3(3)fc) 

Under section 3(3)(c), the club scenes between Larry and Alice may be seen as “ demeaning” or 
“degrading” of Alice but are in fact within the conventions of the strip club. 
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Section 3(4) 


Section 3 (4) (a) 

In terms of section 3(4)(a) of the Act, the dominant effect of “ Closer” is a cold grim sneering 
ungenerous view of human behaviour. 

The lighting and colour choice is bleak and cold. 

The film is not a sexualised film, even taking into account the relatively short bursts of sexualised 
language. Sex or sexualised language is not a dominant effect of the film. 

Section 3(4)(b) 

As to impact under section 3(4)(b) of the Act, “ Closer” is a film which has a heavy use of 
conversation. 

The film has big name stars and this is part of the impact. The characters rely on language and 
there is at times excellent timing of dialogue. 

Section 3(4)(c) 

In consideration of section 3(4)(c) of the Act, the publication has literary merit in terms of its social 
comment directing, acting, music and technical skills. 

Section 3(4)fd) 

In terms of section 3(4)(d) of the Act, “Closer” is intended for an adult audience. 

Section 3(4)(e) 

Under section 3(4)(e) of the Act, the purpose of the film is entertainment. 

Section 3 (4) Iff 

In respect of section 3(4) (f) of the Act, a similar classification would apply for DVD and video sale 
or hire. Overseas classifications vary from unrestricted in Italy to R18 in Ireland and Singapore. In 
Australia the classification is M15+. 

The Board accepts the Classification Office submission that the variety of classifications reflect the 
difficulty in dealing with a film such as “Closer” in which sexual language is the main difficulty. 

Excisions 

No excisions were sought or found to be appropriate in respect of this film. 

Bill of Rights 

In terms of the New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990, the “Moonen 1 ” decision is 

The Age Restriction 

In the Board’s expert opinion, if “Closer” were not restricted to persons 16 years 
likely to be injurious to the public good”. 


applied. 


of age or over “it is 
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